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poo wt + + Deseription. of the Program. , % =< ree : 
es ma \ : 
i | this program was designed. for eke Ses : 
7 es Y ; oe 
: students who are speakers of a language | other than engl 
_and whose ability to read and Weis in their native, tongue , 
er a eh ae \ and in Ene lish was not adequate enoush: to permit any derree 
, of success in school. It suvolonented a city tax-levy program. : 
eg . . ; 
The priozram was in operation fGen -Septenter 1;..1974.throush 
‘ a 
De ea ee er tenet aes mac ty) Cote Ce ae Sere TO eee et Soo a-naeg ee apseecermbennlapenonare: 
ie Sia née 30; 175: wEteinarty” Tt Rad ‘Séén planned to include ~ 


eleven optional~ased ennent high schools and to serve aGa 


‘ proximately yoo students in. erade ives 9 theeieh 12. At 


the tine of the prozran inception, however, only six of 

_these schools, serving slightly less than 400 students, had 

met the neibrad Peauivonents and could participate. mere 
— were 6 teachers and 6 educational assistants, Later in 


the fall a seventh school was added to. the program, An al- 
ternative school, its acadenic year ‘is divided into three i 


creles, as, opposed to. semesters. idiitine, two of the first 
six schools to -aualify had to be dropped from the prosram 
: ais 4a Acasa bee lacs of enourn "Title 1" students to ba 
elisible for fundinn, ‘Thus, at the end of the Sorin: Loy 
tie scope of the oroject ane the sane as in Jeoteaser, 
i,m, a total of five bira waders wnly rrade levels Lo. , 


, 


throush 12 were. reproeented, 
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"Students attended } double period of Native Language Arts 
‘ 
ppe gO ‘ora double periga of English as a “second language. or a 


_¢ 


double or single period of both, or a single ‘period, ac- 
ee ae - cording to their individual needs. In most: cases the 
teacher was occupied solely with ESL students, with*classes. 
limited to 14- 20 students... tiost often the teacher gave two 
Meuia periods of ESL instruction. An exception see wns os 


high school wHEKE a dual deficiency exists: throughout © 


oa 4 both semesters an ESL teacher conducted a elaae in Franeh. 


. 


sretinnciahay Me Haitians. In_another Schgol (t (the thee to enter the 


AORPAINDE NENG wl eeS Sama nas: ais MEME Ge And en GS we oe Oat er armen eg 


7 an program). the: ESL teacher~-herself bilingual--of fered a 
native language class for Hispanic students during the 
first cycle, But student preference for: a full-time ESL 
‘program “was so strong that the Bin Semone’ was dropped 
and replaced by another English class throughout the re- / 


mainder of the year, , 
\ 
The level taught varied with each school and within each 
class. Except for one school where there were only be- 
ginning and advanced level classes, each school provided 
a beginning, an intermediate, and an advanced level program, 
all Students came fron a variety of* linguistic backprounds, 
‘with Spanish and pEenen making up the heaviest renresen- 


‘tation. in one school the la -est segment of ESL siadmetie 


was Oriental, peadontiantly Chinese. 
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Selection of Sul ees, 
Various means of studeat selection were emp loyed--referrals 
by pardande eouneelorn, agencies,. and family friends; 
class grades, interviews, standaraived tests, The pressure 
of voluntary enrollment was so great that one school was 


obliged to base its admissions procedure on a preferential 


drawing from the flood of applications it received, 


The criterion See tue pupil consideration as an ESL packin 
cipant was a rating of "cl" through "F" on the Puerto Rican 
ihe teense iene SENAY SCALE, f ("Rating Pupil''s Ability to Speak inglish"). _ 
fligibility to receive NLA instruction presupposed not only ee 
- lack of oral competency or reading: and neLeEe skills in 
| | English, but a deficiency in visual-graphic abi ttey in the 


\. native language. (As stated above, only one school offered 


| an NLA class throughout the academic year.) 


, All the schools involved in the program had a history of 


‘ | teaching English to speakers of other languages. The fed- 
| erally-funded ESL classes were run ‘in tandem with similar 
ea | instruction provided from city tax-levy sources, Sufficient 


' flexibility in vrogramming was provided to enable a student 
, 


to progress to increasingly advanced levels. In other 


* Subject areas they were integrated into the mainstrean of 


see the student body. 
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EVALUATIVE EROCEDURES 


Evaluation Objective #1: To. determine whether’, as a result 2 


of participation in the propram ‘the reading grade of the 


; “participants would show a statistically pandas ceit dif- . 


: SeneNSe bettieens the pre-test and the post-test score, 


* 


Peeverer All parelerosies th ene NLA programy 


. i Methods and Brocedures! The approvriate level of the Prueba 


de Lectura was to have bead administered twice. Since the 


_ Btéat majority of the participants proved to be ii students 


only, this instrument Mas not used. 


Evaluation Objective Re, To determine whether as‘a result 


A ee ep ere natn ged ve raesenne ere a 
A eo tn nnnngne + tavern ina cabanpnenareraaeraetacananana qin 


of, participation in the ESL Reading Program; thé aural-oral - 


skills in English would show a statistically significant | y 


’ difference ‘between the pre-test and post-test scores, 


, 


Cee eee 


subjects All ah aa in the oBh. program. 


Methods tid Pyocedures In the Evaluation Design it is 
stated that the Stanford Diammoatic Test Wom be Aditabetered 


at’ the beginning and at the end of the program, Beeoee Tae to 


‘the Project Director, however, that test was never designated’ 


for this pattioular use. “he: believes the Evaluation vesisn is 


in error on this point... ‘The Stanford Achievement Test, Primary 


‘Level I1, Form. A, SuSptests in reading and auditory sills 


were .uniforaly conducted on Cctober 16 and.on April 16. 
Analysis of Data: Data’ was analyzed by correlated t tests, 


ee ’ « a : 
between pre-test and post-test scores; Test results presented 


° 
8 = 
4 cd 
‘ 


Pe 
“an. thie penlont are derived from the four achoais that 

a 2 ; were. involved throughout tig preseuntc ‘hus, the report 

| - does not include. statistics ObEsLNGG from the two.scaools 


. 


et 0% ‘having ‘approximately 100 utes that were dropned rron the 


progran after the first semester, nor does it include figures 


te 


from, the school that entered too late to be included in the - 
pre-testing. Cne hundred fifty-two student ‘scores were 
iv : -available for analysis,’ Discrepancies between the Number - 
| . Tested and the Total N may be ascribed to normal attrition 


_— or to absence for other reasons on test days, Some ESL 


A EL SRR Ee Re ea TRS eae oe EE EER OS te he ne kt nt re ee 


rr  “gtudents toraduated" after one semester, i. Ces thoved into \ 

| “hie mainstream of the ‘student body; some few returned to 
their country of origin; others were absent on one or both 
test days; and still others were serviced by tutoring only. 
In one school pupils were shifted between funded classes 

_ and tax-Levy wldeses), a factor which necessarily -limited 
the collection of eipbebeat data on thelé achievement. Data 


‘collection was completed at four schools on May 23, 1975; 


the fifth school submitted its figures*on.June 19, 


Evaluation Cbjective #3: To determine the extent to which 
the program as actually carried, coincided with the program 


ae ea as described in the Project Proposal. 


ad 


Methods and Procedures: The evaluator-consultant observed 
2 . ‘ 

Six different schools on at least two occasions and made a 

total of 22 visits. ‘Numerous conferences were held in the 


schools and at the Central Office with coordinators, 
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ina calcein ran eins wba eat nangn’ mnemneicnie veseine iieetld liar nest ia mgpacdical dicate panne 


| 


“te 2 Ogee, 66 
; principals, department chairmen, teachers, educational 
assistants and guidance counselors associated with the 


* hae program. 


Bit: FINDINGS 

a Evaluation Objectives. : 7 

a . Evaluation Objective #1: To determine whether, #s a re- 

: eB Se 8: sult of participation in the NLA Program, the readings 
a: bE grade in: Spanish ok VWeeweh of the parciekpante would show 
a statistically significant difference between the pre-test 


. and the post-test score, 


snahhenaenaeantatteneder atentnrnieatateniennantedaieieae deladeniamennemandtttnannanemmemmnneamniaeaaemeamieatenticoe 


me ° aesults: As noted in Chapter cea there were very fe 
pexthcivents in the program, hence the Prueba de Lectura 


was ‘not administered. 


Evaluation Objective #2: To determine wether ae a result 
of participation in pee ESL program, the reading comprehen=" 
sion and auditory di cidinba thier) scores in English would 
snow a statistically Sienificant difference between the 


oa 


gh PRET ESSE and post- -test score, 


Results} An analys sis .of the Stanford Achievement Jest pre- 
arid posttest scores using epee: te! test resulted 
Aa a mean difference. Sisnifticant oer’ the .001 level 


.* (see Tables I and nee 
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TALLE L 


Correlated 't! Test Analysis of SAT Reading Test, 
vELnay. Level he Data 


Test §$N ° Mean S.Dss oe *, Dp 


P \ 152 2.417 0.594 . : 


13,592. {001 


ALOE 


"Post 152. .2.793 ° 0642 


TABLE Ll 


Biri wbated 't! Test Analysis of SAT Auditory, fete, 
Primary Level Il Data. 


Test .N Mean ~ abe : t p. 


Pre «152 - 1,77L (0,928 
ig (10.314 001 
Post’ “152 24,274 = 1,000 


Significant improvement between the: pre- and post-tests 


was denonstrated for the group asa whois (without regard 


dl 
_to the Puerto Riga Scale or grate level), 


‘Pre-post scunavieeds were also analyzed, first, according 


to grade designation on {he Puerto Rican Scale A, then as 


a combined group (see Tables IIL and IV). 
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made over. Ene ‘six-month period. 


cores 


bentank Dogketast 
Scores 


- 2.9 


3.0 


“TABLE iil 


i 
2.3 
37 


2.6% . 


“stanford Achievement Test, Primacy Level Il. 


bd 


I rovi ? ef F to & %, 
or tter | sizls0 ; al-.5 
- ‘hk No. - *% Now. 
ges |e 45 80.8 
it 25.6 36 90,7. 


14 25,9" 45 83,3 


" Students divided according to 
teacher-determined rating of abi ty to speak Baeltah paiaues! Rican Seale A). 


| Table +it presents - the results of pre=post siasasi bons in eee ability sa 


ijo Chance Poorer 


lio. 
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vA No. 4 


Oo eae 


int! Bo Se 


79k it 752% 


Co > 
4 


ne cs) 


; patterp: . 


84, 9% of She participants had advanced. 1-. 5 gradations, 


30, 3% of the PREC SS PATE: had Bovanced from .6 to I, a 


hs 


2.6% of the participants had: advanced: as much as 1.1 


showed some progress. in reading skills. 


Progress in understanding 


_ similarly. 


Ee 


\’ 


ives, from: ‘one to five months pe oie reading ability; 


fe 


seppegatbont 


gradations or better, 


Pre-post comparisons are set forth at the. same — 


ihanner An’ Table. iV. 


From: Table III it will be seen that upon conclusion of the 


program the participants denionstrated the SS EORUEES growth 


To wiemhsind ‘thé above findings, ‘4t may then be said that _ 


85% of those who remained with the program for six months 


spoken English was. analyzed 


Stanford Achievement Test, Primary Level II. ‘Students divided according to 


t teacher-determined rating of ability to speak ‘Eng lish (Puerto Rican Scale Ads 


e s table IV Rresents' the Easubes on PEG=PORE comparisons in ability to sugerstand 


I \spotcen English over phe six-month period. 


| TABLE LV 
of student participants from initial testing in fell oe to final testing 


\\ 


+ six| months | r in the spring’ “af 1975. an. a ee oe 


. F ? ; ; : } 5 . i ' ; » ‘ . fl 
hag a Ini jal N ” Pre«test Post-test- _Inprovins i. No Chanze Poorer 


Kathings _, Seores Scores Il or better Zien 3. ; a ee ae 
ae —_ No. ih oe hb: No. & Noe | fi lice al mo ie 
Vug/eu 255° 443 1.9 9 16.4 26 47.3 41° 74.5 7 12.7 7 12.7 je me 
a oc Ce ee oa or ee eee ee ae Oe ae et 
“tigi i a 2.6. Be M27 22 40.739 72.2 9 16.7 6 a 
be ee Fee 26 LR TL 46. 7H112 73.7% 20 13.2% 20 13.2% 
: Megs! 
2 i; 16 


“ws *. Brom Table IV it will be seen tnat upon” conclusion of the 


ie a  program| the participants demonstrated the followiny growth ©“ 
gee : : oS | 

> 7 | eS = 28 +7 of the participants ad advenned le, 5 pradations , : 
os ig” aS : ‘ 

btn eae ee ce be sen rH e., from one to five months in auditory skills; 
ay . 2 5 AB 7h of the participants had advanced from ,6 to 1.0 

¢ 3 ; 7 * | gradations; > © = ate he 


biti dg "» gaat ae ‘or bacvars : 
ta ee summarize these findings, it may then be stated that 74% 
Aa Nee oe of thése who remained with the program for six ‘months | 


‘ 


oy Saas showed some progress, in understanding anglish, At Will be 
further . meted from a comparis on of percentages in the’ 

oe higher gradation groups on the two tables, that significantly . 

| ~, greater. advancement occurred in } audpony RES LES than. in 


a reading. 


oe. Evaluation Wbjective #3: To determine |the extent to which | 
cae “the program as actually carried out, coincided with the 


program as described in the Project Proposal, . 


“The evaluator imade a total of 22 visits and observed more 

than 50 classes in -the. sthoats involved, The impression 
ree “gained was orie of a highly atteccive: interchange between 

: competent, cediedted teachers and tmusually wall motivated, 


.; a aes responsive students. 


AT ee 
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One of the, strengths of the program is the multiplicity 

nd the flexibility. of approaches teachers have us sed’ toward 
he] ping the pupils acquire language skills While making the 
cultural and the- ‘emotional i? miele to their new environ- 
ment. Most of. the teachers had had prior experience in. 
lang suage teaching--some were licensed in anglish itself,- 
others ina foreign language. Supervision of teaching per- 
‘sonnel varied from school to school, . The SL teacher might 
be en Oe to the Chairman of the English, the Speech, 
or the Foreign Language Department, or toa knowleds, seable 
but only provisionally licensed Coordinator, There ee 
to. be. considerable evidence that the techniques already 
mastered by. teachera of foreign languages can be transferred 


to the ESL classroom. In other words, formal accreditation 


in the teaching of English is not a sine qua non toa aachacts 


effectiveness in a class of ESL. With rare exceptions ENE 
teachers accepted the sug, ;zestions and exploited*the resources 
of the uasketaie suai ak of English as a Second Lagquage 
for the Board of Education. As a result of the constant 


foresight of the Central Office teachers are able to rotate 


. materials gna experiment with techniaues, adaptins the treat- 


ment to their own talents and temperaments as well as tailor- 


ing it to ‘the needs of the punils, 


-Teacher ‘training was conducted in thé schools on ¢ rezular 


‘basis, The teacher trainer pave demonstration lesse: ;, 
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ae 
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ca 
. 


+ gave instruction in the use of new. materials, participated 


"amounts. 


-inva: Lesson on how to. apply. for: a ‘summer job. 


% dress for an interview.” 
| parties « and the pero i 


© extra-ciirriculaz eo: ‘periences, 


~13- 


‘observed ‘classes; arranged for post-observation discussions, 


‘in curriculum development, assisted in the training of 


_» paraprofessionals, and worked closely with the esnervalore, 


*. The teachers! responsiveness to the offerings of, the Gontral 


Officées-in. terms of counsel ad foe materials--has been con-. 
sistent and sincere, This receptivity to new ideas and new 
materials resulted in: the use of a variety of techniques 


throughout the treatment period. The basic audiolingual 


"approach was: “combined with cog snittive methods in varying 


Apart ‘from, the more structured classroom activities, © 


“the teachers found numerous } ways to. help. students, apply the : 


| Bnglish skills they were’ acquiring to the mastery of other, 


subjects such as geography. and social studies, One teacher's ta 


» emphasis on: practicality was brought home most effectively 


This included 


‘precise “digections on how to sift. newspaper want-ads for. 


appropriate listings , how to call. for an appointment, how. to 
Other open-ended classroom discus-_ 


sions centered about field trips (museums j ee ‘dee-skating. 


Teachers: used the ie period to 


have students recapitulate what ‘they. had Teatned in these 


ALL teachers. contacted seemed 


to. ‘have nee generously, of their time and. of. thenselves, 
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“ethiee 


‘not only in preparation for classes but in planning trips 


and in consultation with parents, guidance counselors and, 


in some saees with street workers, 


"Materials and Facilities Utilized. + 


_ As for. the teaching materjals | utilized this year, aad are of 


| 


: generally good quality and together provide an abundant 
store | from which. the. teacher can pick and choose, Although | 
"the Lado Series might still be regarded as the wabastay= of 
the ‘program at: the elementary: level, there is a definite 


ne trend away from this set of texts. This was. especially , true. 


among teachers who deal with older students having a compe= 
tency an such subjects as mathematics and chemistry in their « 
own language and who appear. to respond ‘better to more so- 


ry 


phisticated methods. A continuing effort is under way to 


develop’ a substitute for Lado. “the Robars J. Dixson books’, 


on the other hand, still have some ‘strong ‘adherents, although 


: one Ceacher remarked that Essential idioms in English is the 
only book of that English series which she likes, 1 The 
| O'Binner Folktale Readers, Skits in Saclish as a ‘Second 
‘Languare by ‘Hines, and Guided. Composition by Baskoff have 


been, particularity successful, The teacher’s° manual that 


accompanies Guided Compo sition evoked “appreciative CONIONE 


“Reaction to the present methods used for pre-post testing 


o 
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TR Te Oe On a et Ee gr) Ten See Bn a Ae a 


1 wath Halt 4 


“backetén the ‘ESL prorram. 


oe | 3 -15- 


08 ESL achlievenctit was. less enthusiastic. The Stanford 

| ‘Ashievenent Test, which is being used, it ‘seems, falite de 
mieux, falls short in: that. it was not designed for ESL 
atudenes in the first. place. This is the general: complaint 


“expressed by teachers. who conduct the test in this ‘program. 


Among. the: £10 schools particip ing throughout the year 
the. physical plants represen ed a. whole spectrum of. facil- 
sities, from. ‘the. most modern: and spacious and ‘best equipped a, 
‘to the’ most ‘antiquated, crowded and makeshift. dnstallations 
Amaginable. Curiously enough, the students themselves do 
not seem to display any particular satisfaction with the | 
- former, nor ‘do they vine. displeasure with the latter. To 
‘the outside observer visiting a SLARSTOOM where the amos 
phere. most closely resembles a cave of winds; that any 
‘significant ‘teaching occurs at. all is little short ofa. 


: miracle; | The. dearth of electronic teaching aids is to be. 


deplored. In. one school there is a state-funded language 
laboratory which - ‘for administrative reasons’ is a Wakes + 
to. students. in the ESL Prograne In short, most of the» 


schools are singularly deficient in this area. = —~ {| 


. 


The nature and extent of the supportive role of tax-levwy,. 


projects varies. with the school, In most of them there is. 


at Least. a modicum of cooperation, and in one school in 


= particular the principal is makeing, an. admirable effort to 


. 
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“Other district programs did not cross-reference to, or have 


"an impact ape this PEOgraty, 


detvteine the Needs of the Target Population, 
| There can be. no. question that the program is servicing 
| the’ needs of the population for which it’ was, intended, . Per~ 
sistent monitoring by representatives of the Central office 
* age eliminated any, aberrations that may have existed tn: the 
auats: Strict adherence ‘to the class size prescribed ‘in the 
“program design, a wide variety of materials available to 
teachers and students , and most especially the. teachers! . 
manifest, concern for the individual student--all have. char- 
acterized the implementation of the phoares as it was meant 


to. be carried oust 


me there was a, significant improvement in the general level 
: of school Bere menes there ean be no doubt. Statistics are 
lacking, as there: are no consistent records of the students? 

| performance: prior. to entering ‘the progran, nor could a final 
overall assessment be made of their general performance in 
_time for the ‘weiter's deadline. . This is\not to say. there 
were ‘no indicators of excellence in other subjects which 

. ‘could be attributable at least in part to the benefits of ESL 
_ instruction, For example, two ESL students--graduating seniors 
in. their respective schools--were awarded college scholarships 
in the highly competitive United Federation of Teachers con= 


~ test. Several. other students from ESL classes at one of these 


‘two. schools, have. been accepted | at Brooklyn College. In a 


“ 
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mo 
third school the ESL teacher reported that two of her stu- 
dents had won prizes for excellence in rrench and in vhysi- 


cal education, 


Still another factor which attests to the success of the 
program is the consistently sood attendance record maintained © 
in ESL classes. Noted below in Table V are sevatidance 
figures for each ESL component and beside them percentages 
for the total population in the respective high schools (the 
latter fisures for 1973-1974). 

3 TABLE V 
A Comparison of Attendance Fencentaves between ESL Classes 


and Population in espective High Schools. 


Fall ESL. Spring ESL Total for hish school 


School No, % No. he . he 
A .-32 _ 89 354 69.74 
B 32. 94 «438; 8s TSAR 
c 39 (90—'sti‘ SKC 78.24 
pe’. 30° 89 + 25) OL 76.78 
EX - 30 87. 30 87 16.46 


: * Pigures based on two cycles, rather than semesters, Com- 
‘parison of the XSL figures with the city high school attendance 
averazes brings into high relief one of the most positive ef- 


fects the program has, had, namaly,: the reduction of truancy, 


Recommendations -from the last prior study are cited below: — 
1, That provision be made for an additional field 7 
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- eoordinator trainer. , 


4 


2, That an additional native-speaking bilingual educational 
assistant be assigned to any class with 15 students in it. 
3. That some additional time be provided for training and 
cxctaee institutes and that a full-day conference be aca 
‘duiea « at: ‘some point toward the end of the program. in. order. 
to: exchange information on accoinp li shments in the individual 
schools and in order to hes plan for an improved: program. 


for the next: year, 


4, That there be sufficient personnel, to cnt the® ‘schools 


aac the organization period in the spring so that the 
Classes be organized which contain the students who meet ° 
_ the specifications of the ‘prosramn and those who had most: 


“benefit from this unique bilingual educational progran,. if 


° a < 
~ 


eaeant where: implementation was impossible for lack of suf 


ficient funds, the foregoing recommendations were carried out. — 


“There is: stilt only one paraprofessional available to eres 


ESL/NLA teacher. Although additional personnel of this sort — 


could be used to advantage, the continuing necessity to” 


brief new teachers and update the training of the present 


staff ‘should command first’ aero 


“SUMMARY OF MAJOR FINDINGS, CONCLUSIONS, AND REO ENDATLONS 


ow 


In suanary, it may be said that the wijem se ieariwes of. the 


program have been realized. Program objectives of producing 


a statistically significant improvencnt in the students! ae 


a) 


. hen % 


*, 


. Se ey . , (ee vee! ty snawenetinnie 4p memanti  pmbntrernitennaienmet im no: aeteinsalreal Dawes oteetietlemsneteamumansemdirntn st ot fats re matenanm mene 61 artis me So 
re 


ju 


ae mF 


he eae ability .to read and understand. English have been met, as 


pete tS oe shown by the results of the Stanford Achievenent Test. 


pe Ge ‘4 at Since the audio, lingual, visual and graphic aspects of 

“a : ewe ‘the language are interdependent, there is ‘strong evidence, 
fee ‘i . although no empirical data to prove it, that advancement — ‘@ i 
bt ee an speaking and wetting has proceeded at a comparable ge 
oe tak “pecht'y. Mare” no “broad~ based: data were avai lable on the f 
. os "2" ‘general level of school performance there ‘were other in- “4 
a | dveators ‘of excel lence attained by. individual students. 
os _ - On a wider plane, the importance of the impressive. ESL, - | 
ie < attendance figures throughout the program should not be ; 
haya gs underestimated, “- as ee | a Seana t ey ‘ oo 

err »,Gonelusion, Ke a, Po ae So — 

be EG t % “te 3s Strongly recommended, ‘that the program be continued, 
Ph Bee | as The need for the program is patent; the benefits to. the’: : 
|  seudents have. already been: demonstrated. The effort ey . ; 
: " gontie by. ‘the, teachers is manifestly. Gompetent and sincere, ZI 


ie ta Although there, are several of its aspects which’ might @im 2° #s. 
i = ao " 
feétively be modified, the program has already justified 


ae 1A ‘itself in terms of progress achieved, . e ee ae 


a ee Recoamendatiois. | shelly | 


7 a e i a, The’ most: pressing néed would. appear to be los sistical. | 
—s . ; Expanded facilities in the more congested ‘schools should : 
GB as wh, have. a high priority. Along with this is a need for - 


ee geen, “Language laboratories, especially, in the more eréuded schools. 
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So a a ar continuing seard bn anould be: made for a more viable 
oe “7 anocement # for measurd g ‘progress. in reading ana under= 
ate - standing English as a. second” language. Such an instrument 
* : should ‘be: ‘geared to the particular needs of. the ESL student. 
ges ‘3h More conferences | suld be arranged between the various 
. al ESL teachers so “that. they could exchange ideas moxe free" 
oo, e ee _Soguantly than is now’ the case, Such meetings might ‘be Ks 


oe or ee * fruitful in several ways discovering new methods. of 


— : 
va ae “urMizing the educational assistants, comparing the merits * 
Se dg OE: ‘various. ‘texts “and other-matertals, or even in improving 


efficiency in nécond keeping. ak. age i SOOM : ue : 
#, “ae i 2 : 
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oer 4 - OFFICE OF EDUCATIONAL EVALUATION - DATA LOSS FORM! ee ea 
(attach to MI, item #30) _ Function #OI=5968 ua: . oo, 


3 In this table enter all pata Loss duflormetions Between MIR, item #30 and this form, all participants. 4 y. 
. dn eech activity must be accounted fore The component and activity codes used in completion of item #30 . . 
+ “should be used here 60 that ‘the two tables match, See definitions below. table for further - imebricy Fonte 


_ oy ~~, 6) 
hy Participants “Reasons why students were not tested, or if 
: Not Tested/ tested, were not analyzed 

: _ Analyzed - Ms Number 


Reason. 


Pre-test. riven after cutoff dat 4 


ra) 


Absent on 1 of: ? west days - 


“no reasgns,¢ 


epesen 
hissed one test bees 
_ljpassed. inte. ma 


ate Jpeacean atm 
Students at schools. dronped ro 


set 


“tZ".. 


Same as above. 


el 
‘ ae A 
dyear.: 
ee 


‘ @ rdentyey: the paxeheipante by. specific outs level (G68 grade 3, ‘grade 9). Where several grades are combined, 
.. .' s enter thé last two digits of the component code, «+ a ee ee 4 ws 
ay Identify the test used and year of publication Q@AT-70, SDAT-74, etc. Ye =e fe 
(3) Number of participants in the activity. . 
°(4). Number of participants included in the pre and posttest calculations found on item#30. 
_- (5) Nusber and’ percent of participants not tested and/or not analyzed.on item#30, : » 
6) Specify all reasons why students were not tested and/or analyzed. For each reason specified, provide a separate 
_- number count. If any further documentation is available, please attach to this form, * _If further space is. 
reece to apeetty a and eee data tots, atte sain ‘page ges to this form. 9 : 


HLL : 


+ 3 % s . . 
Weer soeagseiiegigtirctngh'y ie ‘ 5 deiprwmeytrentanyelronpeenttht ranean poreyemriven we etna f nverw vere ” Anenaetipehiemape fore minder esmmattedhinhtenasiey serpy srhonrpréceimapayion een eigapionr telomere reir setntinhnaetiened tpi eden pnhtesrinassarhingtbeneesiinnt arihteeratichterlepnangeatemnstiryyh agit 
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7 WWCIVE LANGUAGE ARES = ENGLISH AS A SECOWD “LANGUAGE PROGRAM FOR OPTIONAL. ASSIGNMENT PUPILS. cs 
| SCHOOL YEAR 1974-1975 ° = 
Function No. 09-59681 ae 


Use Table 30¢, for norm referenced achievement data not applicable to tables 30A, and 308, 


Oe, « Beandardiged Test Results Pd 
: In the table below, enter the /requested information about the tests used te evalrate the affectivencss of oan 

major project components/activities in achieving desired objectives, Before compieting this form, read all a 
’ footnotes. *Attach additional sheets if necessary. ; , a as ’ a. 
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Bony ‘: 
oT: ‘Identify Test Used and Year of: Publication (MAT-58; CAT-70, etc.) # ~ Z/ Test statistic Cougs, ty Fe HDs 
' gf Total number of participants in the activity - 8/ Obtained value 
aot Identify the participants by specific grade level (e.g., grade 3, .” _o/ Specify level of statistical significance 
' ' grade 5). . Where several grades, are combined, entee i last two digit, obtained (e.g., p<.053. p< Ol), 
_.." @£ the component code. 4 2 _, errs 
° ef Total number of paetsed pants sreluded in the pre “6 neh test cal-, eS ake eS ge ; fo ek 


culations, 


sh = grade equivalent; 2=  eeventiie eanks 3 = Z Score; 4 = Standard 
. . score (publisher's); 5 = stanine; 6 = raw score; 7 = other. 
- £8 $,.D. = Standard Deviation 
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